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Abstract
The Asian mosquito, Aedes albopictus (Skuse), is an invasive mosquito which has become
one of the most important vectors of dengue, Zika, and chikungunya viruses worldwide.
This species was reported for the first time in Cameroon in early 2000s and became the
dominant Aedes species in the urban areas in the southern part of Cameroon but remain
poorly characterized. Here, we assessed the susceptibility profile of A. albopictus collected
throughout Cameroon and investigated the potential resistance mechanisms involved.
Immature stages of A. albopictus were collected between March and July 2017 in 15 loca-
tions across Cameroon and reared until G1/G2 generation. Larval, adult bioassays, and
synergists [piperonyl butoxide (PBO) and diethyl maleate (DEM)] assays were carried out
according to WHO recommendations. F1534C mutation was genotyped in field collected
adults (Go) using allele specific PCR. All tested populations were susceptible to both larvi-
cides, temephos and Bacillus thuringiensis israelensis (Bti), after larval bioassays. Adult bio-
assays revealed a high level of resistance of A. albopictus to 4% DDT with mortality rates
ranging from 12.42% in Bafang to 75.04% in Kumba. The resistance was reported also in
0.05% deltamethrin, 0.25% permethrin, and 0.1% propoxur in some locations. A loss of sus-
ceptibility to 0.1% bendiocarb was found in one of three populations analysed. A full suscep-
tibility to 1% fenitrothion were observed across the country. A full recovery or partial of
susceptibility was observed in A. albopictus when pre-exposed to PBO or DEM and then to
DDT and permethrin, respectively. The F1534C kdr mutation was not detected in A. albopic-
tus. This study showed that the susceptibility profile of A. albopictus to insecticide vary
according to the sampling location and insecticides used. These findings are useful to plan-
ning vector control program against arbovirus vectors in Cameroon and can be used as
baseline data for further researches.
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Introduction
The Asian tiger mosquito, Aedes albopictus (Skuse) 1894, originated from South East Asia has
invaded all the five continents during the past four decades [1]. This mosquito species is one of
the most important vectors of several arboviruses including dengue virus (DENV, Flaviviridae,
Flavivirus) [2], chikungunya virus (CHIKV, Togaviridae, Alphavirus) and Zika virus (ZIKV, Fla-
viviridae, Flavivirus) [3,4] worldwide. During the last two decades, diseases caused by these viruses
are increasingly reported in several regions of the world including Central Africa [3,5–13] where
the epidemics were formerly considered as scarce. Coincidentally, the emergence of arboviral dis-
eases notably dengue and chikungunya has matched with the establishment of A. albopictus in the
region. Indeed, A. albopictus was reported for the first time in Central Africa in Cameroon in
early 2000s [14], and has rapidly colonized almost all countries of the subregion [15]. Nowadays,
in Cameroon A. albopictus is the dominant Aedes species in most cities located under 6 N latitude
[16]. This species was suspected as the main vector during dengue and chikungunya outbreaks in
Cameroon in 2006 [6]. It was also recently demonstrated that A. albopictus populations collected
in different ecological settings in Cameroon are able to transmit dengue 2 virus [17].
Control of A. albopictus relies on destruction of breeding sites and insecticide-based inter-
ventions. Indeed, the use of larvicides such as Bacillus thuringiensis var. israelensis (Bti) or
temephos to treat water storage containers and space spraying of adulticides in emergency sit-
uations can help to reduce the density of Aedes mosquitoes [18,19]. Unfortunately, intensive
and prolonged use of insecticides usually leads to the emergence of resistance in mosquito spe-
cies under selection pressure, by decreasing the frequency of susceptible mosquitoes and
reducing variability of field mosquitoes [20]. Thus, many vector control programmes are fac-
ing the challenge from the development of insecticide resistance in A. albopictus. Two main
mechanisms are associated in insecticide resistance: target site due to the mutation that
reduces or blocks the binding affinity between the insecticide and target site [21], and meta-
bolic resistance [22]. Target site resistance is caused by the mutation in target genes such as the
acetylcholinesterase (Ace-1), the GABA receptor, and the voltage-gated sodium channel
(VGSC) causing knockdown resistance (kdr). Among target site resistance, kdr resistance is
one of the main conferring resistance to both pyrethroids and dichlorodiphenyltrichlor-
oethane (DDT). In A. albopictus, kdr mutation is less prevalent with only four VGSC mutations
detected affecting two codons (1532 and 1534). Among these mutations only the F1534S vari-
ant has been shown to be moderately associated with resistance to DDT and pyrethroids
[23,24]. Furthermore, metabolic resistance through upregulation of detoxification genes is a
common resistance mechanism in A. albopictus. It is caused primarily by three main enzyme
families, the monooxygenases (cytochrome P450s), glutathione S-transferases (GSTs) and car-
boxylesterases (COEs) [22,25]. CYP6P12 gene has been shown to be over-expressed in pyre-
throid resistant A. albopictus in Asia [26]. In Cameroon, data on insecticide resistance in A.
albopictus are very scarce apart preliminary studies which highlighted the high resistance of
this species to DDT, and a loss of susceptibility to pyrethroids and carbamates [27,28]. As
insecticide resistance is a dynamic process which can vary according geographical space and
time, we undertook this study aiming to assess the susceptibility profile of A. albopictus nation-
wide and the potential resistance mechanisms involved.
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Materials and methods
Ethics statement
This study was approved by the Cameroonian national ethics committee for human health
research N˚2017/05/911/CE/CNERSH/SP including using of rabbits. Oral consent to inspect
the potential breeding sites was obtained in the field from household or business occupants.
Mosquito sampling. Aedes albopictus mosquitoes were sampled as larvae or pupae
between March and July 2017 in 15 locations across Cameroon (Fig 1): Ede´a (03˚48’N; 10˚
08’E), Buea (04˚09’N; 09˚14’E˚), Bafang (05˚09’N; 10˚14’E), Bafoussam (05˚28’N; 10˚25’E),
Bamenda (05˚56’N; 10˚10’E), Sangmelima (02˚56’N; 11˚58’E), Ebolowa (02˚54’N; 11˚09’E),
Mbalmayo (03˚31’N; 11˚30’E), Bertoua (04˚33’N; 13˚46’E), Kribi (02˚57’N; 09˚55’E), Kumba
(04˚38’N; 09˚27’E), Tibati (06˚28’N; 12˚38’E), Foumban (05˚43’N; 10˚55’E), Melong (05˚07’N;
09˚57’E), and Douala (04˚03’N; 09˚42’E).
Immature stages (field generation, G0) were collected from different potential breeding
sites: domestic (e.g. jars, tanks), peri-domestic (e.g. used tires, discarded tanks), and natural
(e.g. tree holes). In each location, larvae or pupae from 20 positive larval breeding places were
collected, stored in plastic boxes and transferred to insectary, pooled according to the location
and reared to adult stage for identification using taxonomic keys [29,30]. Mosquitoes identi-
fied as A. albopictus were reared until generation G1 for adult bioassays and G2 for larval bio-
assays. Mosquito populations were maintained at insectary conditions (27˚C ± 2˚C; relative
humidity 80% ±10%), and females were fed on rabbits to complete their gonotrophic cycle.
The A. albopictus susceptible strain from the Malaysia Vector Control Research Unit (VCRU)
lab strain coming from Malaysia was used as reference strain.
Larval bioassays. Larval bioassays were performed according to WHO guidelines [31]
using G2 generation larvae. The susceptibility of larvae was evaluated against technical grade
temephos (Sigma Aldrich-Pestanal1, Seelze, Germany) and a formulated Bacillus thuringien-
sis israelensis (Bti) product (Vectobac1 12AS, Illinois, USA). First, stock solutions and serial
dilutions were prepared in 95% ethanol for temephos and distilled water for Bti and stored at
4˚C. Six doses of concentrations ranging from 0.08 to 0.2 mg/l for Bti, and from 0.001 to 0.006
mg/l for temephos have been used. 80 to 100 larvae per concentration (with three to four repli-
cates, depending on the sample and the number of larvae available) were tested. Late-third or
early-fourth instars larvae of A. albopictus were placed in plastic cups with 99 ml of distilled
mineral water, and 1 ml insecticide solution at the required concentration was added.
Control groups were run systematically with larvae exposed to 1 ml of ethanol for temephos
or 1 ml of distilled water for Bti. No food was provided to larvae during the bioassays, which
were run at 27 ± 2˚C and 80 ±10% relative humidity. Mortality was determined after 24 hrs of
exposure to the insecticide. Mortality rates were corrected with Abbott’s formula [32], when
the mortality of controls was > 5%. All data were analysed with Win DL v. 2.0 software [33].
Lethal concentrations (LC50 and LC95) were calculated with their 95% confidence intervals
(CIs). Resistance ratios (RR50 and RR95) were calculated by comparing the LC50 and LC95
for each species with those of susceptible strain, as RR50(95) = LC50(95) of studied popula-
tion/LC50(95) susceptible strain and RR95 = LC95(95) of studied population / LC95(95) refer-
ence strain. The resistance levels were ranked into three categories: susceptibility (RR50< 5),
medium or moderate resistance (5� RR50� 10), and high resistance (RR50 > 10) [31].
Adult bioassays. Bioassays were carried out according to WHO protocol [31] using 3–5
days-old G1 generation A. albopictus mosquitoes with 4 replicates of 20–25 mosquitoes per
tube. Six insecticides were tested: 0.25% permethrin (type I pyrethroid), 0.05% deltamethrin
(type II pyrethroid), 4% DDT (organochlorine), 0.1%propoxur (carbamate), 0.1% bendiocarb
(carbamate), and 1% fenitrothion (organophosphate). Insecticide-impregnated papers were
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supplied by Liverpool School of Tropical Medicine. Mortality was recorded 24 hrs later and
mosquitoes alive and dead after exposure 24h were stored in RNA later and silica gel, respec-
tively. The resistance status was defined as follows: susceptible (mortality rate between 98–
100%), probable resistance (mortality rate between 90–98%), and resistant (mortality rate infe-
rior to 90%) [31]. For populations (Bafang, Bafoussam, Tibati, and Ede´a) which revealed a
high level of resistance to diagnostic dose of permethrin (0.25%) recommended by WHO, an
additional test was performed with 2x (0.5%) and 3x (0.75%) of the discriminating dose of per-
methrin. Four replicates of 20–25 females per tube were exposed to 0.25, 0.5, and 0.75% per-
methrin for 1 h. The A. albopictus strain from the Malaysia Vector Control Research Unit
(VCRU) was used as reference susceptible lab strain.
Synergist assays. In order to investigate the potential role of oxidases and glutathioneS-
transferases (GSTs) in the metabolic resistance mechanism, synergist assay was performed,
Fig 1. Map of Cameroon showing the sampling sites of Aedes albopictus.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.g001
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when number of mosquitoes permitted, using 4% piperonyl butoxide (PBO) and/or 8% diethyl
maleate (DEM) respectively. 3-5-days-old adults were pre-exposed for one hour to PBO- or
DEM-impregnated papers and after that immediately exposed to the selected insecticide. Mor-
tality was scored 24 hrs later and compared to the results obtained with each insecticide with-
out synergist according to the WHO standards [34]. The comparison of mortality rate after
pre-exposure of mosquitoes to synergist and without pre-exposure to synergist was done using
Chi-square test. The difference was statistically different when P-value was inferior to 0.05.
Investigating of F1534mutation using allele specific PCR. Genomic DNA of 30 speci-
mens of A. albopictus per populations was extracted using Livak protocol [35]. This DNA was
used to genotype the F1534 mutation using allele specific (AS) PCR as described previously
[36,37]. Each PCR reaction was performed using a Gene Touch thermal cycler (Bulldog Bio,
Portsmouth, USA) in a 15 μl volume containing: 1 μl of DNA sample, 0.4 units of Kapa Taq
DNA polymerase, 0.12 μl of 25 mM dNTPs (0.2 mM), 0.75 μl of 25 mM MgCl2 (1.5 mM),
1.5 μl of 10× PCR buffer (1×), 0.51 μl of each primers (0.34 mM). The amplification consisted
of 95˚C for a 5 min heat activation step, followed by 35 cycles of 94˚C for 30 s, 55˚C for 30 s
and 72˚C for 45 s with a 10 min final extension step at 72˚C.PCR products were detected by
agarose gel electrophoresis in Tris-Acid-EDTA buffer (TAE). The 3% gel was prepared with
Midori green, staining dye, and visualized with the aid of UV light.
Results
Larval bioassays to A. albopictus
Due to the limited number of larvae available, larval bioassays were performed for six popula-
tions from Bertoua, Douala, Bafoussam, Tibati, Bafang, and Ede´a with temephos, and four
populations from Bertoua, Bafoussam, Tibati, and Ede´a with Bti (Tables 1 and 2). Analysis
revealed that for both larvicides and populations tested, RR50 and RR95 were less than 5 sug-
gesting that A. albopictus from these locations are susceptible to Bti and temephos.
Adult bioassays
Bioassays performed with susceptible strain revealed that this A. albopictus strain was fully sus-
ceptible to almost all insecticides tested excepted DDT for which 80.7% mortality rate were
found.
Analysis revealed that 14 populations of A. albopictus analysed across Cameroon exhibited
a high level of resistance to organochlorine DDT with mortality rates ranging from 12.42% in
Bafang to 90.03% in Melong (Figs 2 and 3). Resistance was also observed against pyrethroids
notably to permethrin (type I) for which nine populations out of 13 were found resistant with
Table 1. Larval bioassays with temephos against Aedes albopictus larvae.
Strain and Site N LC95 (mg/L) (95% CI) RR95 LC50 (mg/L) (95% CI) RR50
VCRU 574 0.0068 (0.00512–0.0209) - 0.0031 (0.00128–0.00413) -
Bertoua 439 0.0073 (0.00695–0.00789) 1.07 0.0053 (0.00512–0.00547) 1.68
Douala 432 0.0120 (0.01007–0.0173) 1.75 0.0079 (0.00738–0.00921) 2.52
Bafoussam 508 0.0077 (0.0071–0.00856) 1.12 0.0043 (0.00421–0.00461) 1.38
Tibati 547 0.0055 (0.00440–0.00915) 0.80 0.0030 (0.00238–0.00360) 0.95
Bafang 523 0.0056 (0.00520–0.00641) 0.83 0.0031 (0.00291–0.00330) 0.98
Ede´a 549 0.0066 (0.00589–0.00775) 0.97 0.0028 (0.00254–0.00320) 0.91
LC95 and LC50: 95 and 50% lethal concentrations; CI: confidence interval; RR: resistance ratio; VCRU: Vector Control Research Unit.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.t001
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mortality rates varying from 34.16% in Bafang to 85.23% in Kribi, probable resistance was found
in four populations (Bamenda, Mbalmayo, Kumba, and Melong). In contrast, similar analysis
with deltamethrin (type II) revealed that nine populations out of 14 were rather susceptible, and
resistance suspected only in five populations with mortality rates ranging from 90.99% in Tibati
to 95% in Bafang. Resistance was also reported against carbamates notably to propoxur but only
in two populations out of 12 tested, in Ede´a and Bamenda, with mortality rates of 66.94% and
88.99%, respectively. However, probable resistance to the carbamate propoxur was found in five
populations (Buea, Bafoussam, Mbalmayo, Bertoua, and Tibati) with mortality rates between
94% and 97% while five other populations were susceptible (Figs 2 and 3). In three populations
tested with bendiocarb (carbamate), two from Foumban and Kumba were full susceptible and a
loss of susceptibility was reported in Bertoua samples. All tested populations across Cameroon
exhibited a full susceptibility toward the organophosphate fenitrothion (Fig 4).
Using different doses of permethrin (0.25, 0.5 and 0.75%), results showed that the mortality
rate increased with dose of permethrin used (Fig 5). Populations of Bafang did not have a full
susceptibility even with 2X concentrated permethrin as 100% mortality observed only with 3X.
However, population from Ede´a exhibit 100% mortality at 2X permethrin.
Table 2. Larval bioassays with Bti against Aedes albopictus larvae.
Strain and Site N LC95 (mg/L) (95% CI) RR95 LC50 (mg/L) (95% CI) RR50
VCRU 574 0.0408 (0.0332–0.0546) - 0.0108 (0.0096–0.0120) -
Bertoua 548 0.0570 (0.0445–0.0893) 1.39 0.0169 (0.0139–0.0193) 1.56
Bafoussam 556 0.150 (0.0827–0.953) 3.67 0.0272 (0.0208–0.0342) 2.51
Tibati 547 0.0907 (0.0648–0.163) 2.22 0.0298 (0.0263–0.0359) 2.75
Ede´a 526 0.0322 (0.0261–0.0426) 0.78 0.0088 (0.00302–0.0132) 0.81
LC95 and LC50: 95 and 50% lethal concentrations; CI: confidence interval; RR: resistance ratio; VCRU: Vector Control Research Unit.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.t002
Fig 2. Mortality rates of adult A. albopictus from Cameroon (8 locations) 24 hrs after exposure to insecticides alone or with 1 h pre-exposure to synergist.
a, Ede´a; b, Buea; c, Bafang; d, Bamenda; e, Mbalmayo; f, Melong; g, Kribi; h, Tibati. Error bars represent standard error of the mean (SEM). DDT,
Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane. PBO, Piperonyl butoxide. DEM, Diethyl maleate.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.g002
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Synergist assay
Results from the synergist bioassays showed a full recovery of susceptibility to permethrin after
PBO pre-exposure to Kumba population(90.10 ±3.36% mortality without PBO pre-exposure vs
100.0 ± 0.0% mortality after PBO pre-exposure, Chi2 P> 0.25) while a partial recovery to permeth-
rin was recorded in Buea (76.68± 5.96% mortality without PBO pre-exposure vs 79.76±8.91% mor-
tality after PBO pre-exposure, P< 0.75) and Bafang (34.16± 8.93% of mortality without PBO pre-
exposure vs 94.58± 2.39% of mortality after PBO pre-exposure, P< 0.05) populations, respectively
(Figs 2 and 3). The partial recovery of susceptibility to DDT was also reported in Bafang population
after pre-exposure to PBO (12.4±4.24% mortality without PBO pre-exposure vs 62.28± 6.59% mor-
tality after PBO pre-exposure, P< 0.005). Similar analysis with DEM also induced a partial recov-
ery of susceptibility to DDT with significant difference in Foumban (59.36±7.93% without DEM
pre-exposure vs 85.85±7.63% mortality after DEM pre-exposure P<0.005), however in Tibati
(48.33±12.44% without DEM pre-exposure vs 56.25±2.13% mortality after DEM pre-exposure
P> 0.25) and Kumba (74.05±2.29% without DEM pre-exposure vs 85.14±1.93% mortality after
DEM pre-exposure P< 0.25) no significant difference was reported (Figs 2 and 3).
Fig 3. Mortality rates of adult A. albopictus from Cameroon (6 locations) 24 hrs after exposure to insecticides alone or with 1 h pre-exposure to synergist.
i, Kumba; j, Foumban; k, Bafoussam; l, Sangmelima; m, Ebolowa; n, Bertoua. Error bars represent standard error of the mean. DDT,
Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane. PBO, Piperonyl butoxide. DEM, Diethyl maleate.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.g003
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F1534 kdr genotyping
After genotyping of 420 specimens of A. albopictus from 14 locations across Cameroon no
resistant individual was detected. We observed 100% mosquitoes homozygote for the suscepti-
ble F1534 allele.
Fig 4. Map of Cameroon showing the insecticide resistance status of Aedes albopictus in 14 locations of Cameroon.
DDT, Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.g004
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Discussion
This study investigated the resistance profile of 15 populations of A. albopictus collected across
Cameroon and explored the potential resistance mechanisms involved. Analysis of larval bio-
assays revealed that all A. albopictus samples were susceptible to Bti and temephos. Similar
results were previously obtained in Central Africa notably Cameroon [27], Gabon [27], and
Central African Republic [38]. It is important to highlight that data on Bti resistance in field
populations of mosquitoes are very scarce apart the case of Culex pipiens reported in USA [39].
On the other hand, the resistance to temephos has been reported in several countries such as
in Greece [40], Malaysia [41,42], and Sri Lanka [43]. Selection of the resistance results from
extensive and long-term use of the product incriminated, meanwhile in our knowledge, teme-
phos as well as Bti had never been used in vector control program in Central Africa which
probably explains the full susceptibility reported for both larvicides in A. albopictus collected
across Cameroon.
Fig 5. Tests with different doses of permethrin in A. albopictus from Cameroon. a, Bafang; b, Tibati; c, Ede´a; d, Bafoussam.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572.g005
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Higher level of resistance to DDT was reported in A. albopictus collected in several places in
Cameroon. Indeed, none of the A. albopictus populations analysed from Cameroon can be
considered fully susceptible to DDT, as all populations were either resistant or probable resis-
tant. This result is in accordance with previous data reported in some Central Africa countries
especially in Cameroon [28], Central African Republic [38] and the Republic of the Congo
[44], and outside Africa: India, Malaysia, and USA [41,45,46]. A significant level of resistance
to pyrethroid type I permethrin was reported in nine A. albopictus populations while for the
pyrethroid type II deltamethrin, the resistance was suspected only in five populations. The
striking difference of the resistance pattern in both pyrethroids tested could be due to the fact
that diagnostic dose used for deltamethrin 0.05% is high than 0.03% recommended for Aedes
[34] as suggested previously [44]. Indeed, the assessing of intensity of resistance to permethrin
using 0.75% permethrin which is the dose recommended for Anopheles as 0.05% deltamethrin,
populations tested exhibited the full susceptibility. However, the loss of the susceptibility has
been previously reported to deltamethrin in Cameroon and Central African Republic
[27,28,38]. Although data on permethrin remain scarce in Central Africa preliminary studies
in Yaounde´ Cameroon highlighted the resistance of this compound [28] using the Anopheles
diagnostic dose 0.75%. Previous studies in other parts of the world using the diagnostic dose
recommended for Anopheles had shown that the level of resistance of A. albopictus to permeth-
rin was higher than those of deltamethrin [41,47]. In contrast, the more recent studies in
China highlighted that A. albopictus is more resistant to deltamethrin than permethrin [43,48].
As in this study, the loss of susceptibility to propoxur and bendiocarb was reported in certain
locations across the country [28]. Similar results were observed in Central Africa Republic [38]
and outside Africa in A. albopictus [41,49,50].
The reduced susceptibility to both pyrethroids tested in A. albopictus may poses a serious
threat for vector control programs, because pyrethroids are mainly recommended for the con-
trol of adult Aedes mosquitoes [51,52]. In addition, it was demonstrated that A. albopictus was
the dominant Aedes species in urban area in southern Cameroon [16] and could be considered
as main arbovirus vectors in these areas. The source of selection driving the observed resis-
tance to DDT, permethrin, deltamethrin, propoxur and bendiocarb in some A. albopictus pop-
ulations remains unclear notably as the use of insecticides against A. albopictus is limited in
the region [27,28,44]. As suggested previously [28,38], domestic used of insecticides through
the indoor spraying and impregnating bed nets, and agriculture use could be the main source
of resistance selection in Aedes vectors in Central Africa. Indeed, the use of pesticides in agri-
culture for the protection of market gardening could also promoted the emergence of resis-
tance in mosquitoes by contamination of breeding sites and resting places of mosquitoes. As
A. albopictus was firstly reported in Cameroon in early 2000s [14], we cannot exclude the pos-
sibility that the invading populations possessed the resistance background, as previously sug-
gested [27,38,44].
A partial or full recovery of susceptibility to permethrin and DDT after pre-exposure to syn-
ergist PBO or DEM suggests that the cytochrome P450 monooxygenases and glutathione-S-
transferases are playing an important role in the resistance in these populations role in the
observed resistance which is consistent with previous data from the sub-region [28,38,44] and
in other regions such as in Malaysia where a major P450, CYP6P12 was associated with pyre-
throid resistance [26]. None of the specimens of A. albopictus genotyped possesses the 1534C
allele suggesting this mutation is not currently involved in pyrethroid resistance in populations
of this species across Cameroon. Nevertheless, this mutation has been detected in A. albopictus
from several countries outside Africa like Brazil, India, Greece, Singapore, and China [53]. It
will be interesting to investigate the role of other kdr mutations such as V1016I/G which was
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described in A. albopictus in Europe and Asia [54] and investigate the genes involved in meta-
bolic resistance in A. albopictus.
Conclusions
Our result showed that the resistance profile varied significantly depending on the insecticides
and populations tested. The full susceptibility reported to organophosphates in both larval
stages (temephos) and adult stages (fenitrothion) as well as to Bti suggests that theses insecti-
cides are suitable for control A. albopictus across the country. These findings could help to
design and implement the best strategies of insecticide-based interventions in Cameroon
against arbovirus vector A. albopictus.
Acknowledgments
We would like to thank the people living around all the different collection sites and the garage
owners for their cooperation during the field investigations.
Author Contributions
Conceptualization: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Charles S. Wondji.
Data curation: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Theodel A. Wilson-Bahun.
Formal analysis: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Theodel A. Wilson-Bahun.
Funding acquisition: Basile Kamgang, Charles S. Wondji.
Investigation: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Armel N. Tedjou, Theodel A. Wilson-
Bahun.
Methodology: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Theodel A. Wilson-Bahun, Charles S.
Wondji.
Project administration: Basile Kamgang, Charles S. Wondji.
Resources: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang.
Software: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang.
Supervision: Basile Kamgang, Charles S. Wondji.
Validation: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Theodel A. Wilson-Bahun, Flobert Njiokou,
Charles S. Wondji.
Visualization: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang.
Writing – original draft: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang.
Writing – review & editing: Aurelie P. Yougang, Basile Kamgang, Armel N. Tedjou, Theodel
A. Wilson-Bahun, Flobert Njiokou, Charles S. Wondji.
References
1. Kraemer MU, Sinka ME, Duda KA, Mylne AQ, Shearer FM, et al. (2015) The global distribution of the
arbovirus vectors Aedes aegypti and Ae. albopictus. elife 4: e08347. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.
08347 PMID: 26126267
2. Peng H-J, Lai H-B, Zhang Q-L, Xu B-Y, Zhang H, et al. (2012) A local outbreak of dengue caused by an
imported case in Dongguan China. BMC public health 12: 83. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-12-83
PMID: 22276682
PLOS ONE Insecticide resistance in Aedes albopictus
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572 June 18, 2020 11 / 14
3. Grard G, Caron M, Mombo IM, Nkoghe D, Mboui Ondo S, et al. (2014) Zika virus in Gabon (Central
Africa)—2007: a new threat from Aedes albopictus? PLoS Negl Trop Dis 8: e2681. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.pntd.0002681 PMID: 24516683
4. Azar SR, Roundy CM, Rossi SL, Huang JH, Leal G, et al. (2017) Differential vector competency of
Aedes albopictus populations from the Americas for Zika virus. The American journal of tropical medi-
cine and hygiene 97: 330–339. https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.16-0969 PMID: 28829735
5. Leroy EM, Nkoghe D, Ollomo B, Nze-Nkogue C, Becquart P, et al. (2009) Concurrent chikungunya and
dengue virus infections during simultaneous outbreaks, Gabon, 2007. Emerg Infect Dis 15: 591–593.
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1504.080664 PMID: 19331740
6. Peyrefitte CN, Rousset D, Pastorino BA, Pouillot R, Bessaud M, et al. (2007) Chikungunya virus, Cam-
eroon, 2006. Emerg Infect Dis 13: 768–771. https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1305.061500 PMID: 17553262
7. Peyrefitte CN, Bessaud M, Pastorino BA, Gravier P, Plumet S, et al. (2008) Circulation of Chikungunya
virus in Gabon, 2006–2007. J Med Virol 80: 430–433. https://doi.org/10.1002/jmv.21090 PMID:
18205212
8. Pastorino B, Muyembe-Tamfum JJ, Bessaud M, Tock F, Tolou H, et al. (2004) Epidemic resurgence of
Chikungunya virus in democratic Republic of the Congo: identification of a new central African strain. J
Med Virol 74: 277–282. https://doi.org/10.1002/jmv.20168 PMID: 15332277
9. Moyen N, Thiberville SD, Pastorino B, Nougairede A, Thirion L, et al. (2014) First reported chikungunya
fever outbreak in the republic of Congo, 2011. PLoS One 9: e115938. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0115938 PMID: 25541718
10. Fritz M, Taty Taty R, Portella C, Guimbi C, Mankou M, et al. (2019) Re-emergence of chikungunya in
the Republic of the Congo in 2019 associated with a possible vector-host switch. Int J Infect Dis 84: 99–
101. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2019.05.013 PMID: 31096054
11. Nemg Simo FB, Sado Yousseu FB, Evouna Mbarga A, Bigna JJ, Melong A, et al. (2018) Investigation
of an Outbreak of Dengue Virus Serotype 1 in a Rural Area of Kribi, South Cameroon: A Cross-Sec-
tional Study. Intervirology 61: 265–271. https://doi.org/10.1159/000499465 PMID: 31048588
12. Yousseu FBS, Nemg FBS, Ngouanet SA, Mekanda FMO, Demanou M (2018) Detection and serotyping
of dengue viruses in febrile patients consulting at the New-Bell District Hospital in Douala, Cameroon.
PLoS One 13: e0204143. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0204143 PMID: 30281633
13. Kraemer MUG, Faria NR, Reiner RC Jr., Golding N, Nikolay B, et al. (2017) Spread of yellow fever virus
outbreak in Angola and the Democratic Republic of the Congo 2015–16: a modelling study. Lancet
Infect Dis 17: 330–338. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(16)30513-8 PMID: 28017559
14. Fontenille D, Toto JC (2001) Aedes (Stegomyia) albopictus (Skuse), a potential new Dengue vector in
southern Cameroon. Emerging infectious diseases 7: 1066. https://doi.org/10.3201/eid0706.010631
PMID: 11747746
15. Ngoagouni C, Kamgang B, Nakoune E, Paupy C, Kazanji M (2015) Invasion of Aedes albopictus (Dip-
tera: Culicidae) into central Africa: what consequences for emerging diseases? Parasit Vectors 8: 191.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0808-3 PMID: 25885461
16. Tedjou AN, Kamgang B, Yougang AP, Njiokou F, Wondji CS (2019) Update on the geographical distri-
bution and prevalence of Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae), two major arbovirus
vectors in Cameroon. PLoS neglected tropical diseases 13: e0007137. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pntd.0007137 PMID: 30883552
17. Kamgang B, Vazeille M, Tedjou AN, Wilson-Bahun TA, Yougang AP, et al. (2019) Risk of dengue in
Central Africa: Vector competence studies with Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culici-
dae) populations and dengue 2 virus. PLoS neglected tropical diseases 13: e0007985. https://doi.org/
10.1371/journal.pntd.0007985 PMID: 31887138
18. WHO (2016) Vector control operations framework for Zika virus. Geneva: World Health Organization,
WHO/ZIKV/VC/ 164: 10.
19. Kroeger A, Lenhart A, Ochoa M, Villegas E, Levy M, et al. (2006) Effective control of dengue vectors
with curtains and water container covers treated with insecticide in Mexico and Venezuela: cluster ran-
domised trials. BMJ 332: 1247–1252. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.332.7552.1247 PMID: 16735334
20. Valle D, Belinato TA, Martins A (2015) Controle quı´mico de Aedes aegypti, resistência a inseticidas e
alternativas. Dengue: teorias e pra´ticas Rio de Janeiro: Fiocruz: 93–126.
21. Hemingway J, Ranson H (2000) Insecticide resistance in insect vectors of human disease. Annual
review of entomology 45: 371–391. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ento.45.1.371 PMID: 10761582
22. Hemingway J, Hawkes NJ, McCarroll L, Ranson H (2004) The molecular basis of insecticide resistance
in mosquitoes. Insect biochemistry and molecular biology 34: 653–665. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.
2004.03.018 PMID: 15242706
PLOS ONE Insecticide resistance in Aedes albopictus
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572 June 18, 2020 12 / 14
23. Xu J, Bonizzoni M, Zhong D, Zhou G, Cai S, et al. (2016) Multi-country survey revealed prevalent and
novel F1534S mutation in voltage-gated sodium channel (VGSC) gene in Aedes albopictus. PLoS
neglected tropical diseases 10: e0004696. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004696 PMID:
27144981
24. Moyes CL, Vontas J, Martins AJ, Ng LC, Koou SY, et al. (2017) Contemporary status of insecticide
resistance in the major Aedes vectors of arboviruses infecting humans. PLOS Neglected Tropical Dis-
eases 11: e0005625. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005625 PMID: 28727779
25. Perry T, Batterham P, Daborn PJ (2011) The biology of insecticidal activity and resistance. Insect Bio-
chem Mol Biol 41: 411–422. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ibmb.2011.03.003 PMID: 21426939
26. Ishak IH, Riveron JM, Ibrahim SS, Stott R, Longbottom J, et al. (2016) The Cytochrome P450 gene
CYP6P12 confers pyrethroid resistance in kdr-free Malaysian populations of the dengue vector Aedes
albopictus. Scientific reports 6: 24707. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep24707 PMID: 27094778
27. Kamgang B, Marcombe S, Chandre F, Nchoutpouen E, Nwane P, et al. (2011) Insecticide susceptibility
of Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus in Central Africa. Parasit Vectors 4: 79. https://doi.org/10.1186/
1756-3305-4-79 PMID: 21575154
28. Kamgang B, Yougang AP, Tchoupo M, Riveron JM, Wondji C (2017) Temporal distribution and insecti-
cide resistance profile of two major arbovirus vectors Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus in Yaounde´,
the capital city of Cameroon. Parasites & vectors 10: 469.
29. Edwards FW (1941) Mosquitoes of the Ethiopian Region. HI.-Culicine Adults and Pupae. Mosquitoes of
the Ethiopian Region HI-Culicine Adults and Pupae.
30. Jupp PG (1996) Mosquitoes of Southern Africa: Culicinae and Toxorhynchitinae: Ekogilde Publishers.
31. WHO (2016) Entomological surveillance for Aedes spp. in the context of Zika virus: interim guidance for
entomologists.
32. Abbott W (1925) A method of computing the effectiveness of an insecticide. J econ Entomol 18: 265–
267.
33. Giner M, Vassal C, Kouaik Z, Chiroleu F, Vassal J (1999) Win DL version 2.0. Paris: CIRAD-CA, URBI/
MABIS.
34. WHO (2016) Monitoring and managing insecticide resistance in Aedes mosquito populations. Geneva:
World Health Organization, WHO/ZIKV/VC/ 161.
35. Livak KJ (1984) Organization and mapping of a sequence on the Drosophila melanogaster X and Y
chromosomes that is transcribed during spermatogenesis. Genetics 107: 611–634. PMID: 6430749
36. Harris AF, Rajatileka S, Ranson H (2010) Pyrethroid resistance in Aedes aegypti from Grand Cayman.
The American journal of tropical medicine and hygiene 83: 277–284. https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.
2010.09-0623 PMID: 20682868
37. Aguirre-Obando OA, Martins AJ, Navarro-Silva MA (2017) First report of the Phe1534Cys kdr mutation
in natural populations of Aedes albopictus from Brazil. Parasites & vectors 10: 160.
38. Ngoagouni C, Kamgang B, Brengues C, Yahouedo G, Paupy C, et al. (2016) Susceptibility profile and
metabolic mechanisms involved in Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus resistant to DDT and deltame-
thrin in the Central African Republic. Parasit Vectors 9: 599. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-016-1887-
5 PMID: 27881148
39. Paul A, Harrington LC, Zhang L, Scott JG (2005) Insecticide resistance in Culex pipiens from New York.
J Am Mosq Control Assoc 21: 305–309. https://doi.org/10.2987/8756-971X(2005)21[305:IRICPF]2.0.
CO;2 PMID: 16252522
40. Grigoraki L, Lagnel J, Kioulos I, Kampouraki A, Morou E, et al. (2015) Transcriptome profiling and
genetic study reveal amplified carboxylesterase genes implicated in temephos resistance, in the Asian
tiger mosquito Aedes albopictus. PLoS neglected tropical diseases 9: e0003771. https://doi.org/10.
1371/journal.pntd.0003771 PMID: 26000638
41. Ishak IH, Jaal Z, Ranson H, Wondji CS (2015) Contrasting patterns of insecticide resistance and knock-
down resistance (kdr) in the dengue vectors Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus from Malaysia. Para-
sit Vectors 8: 181. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0797-2 PMID: 25888775
42. Rahim J, Ahmad AH, Maimusa AH (2017) Effects of temephos resistance on life history traits of Aedes
albopictus (Skuse)(Diptera: Culicidae), a vector of arboviruses. Revista Brasileira de Entomologia 61:
312–317.
43. Abeyrathna W, Fernando H, de Silva B (2019) Insecticide susceptibility of Aedes albopictus from Sri
Lanka: First report of the F1534C mutation in the country.
44. Kamgang B, Wilson-Bahun TA, Yougang AP, Lenga A, Wondji CS (2020) Contrasting resistance pat-
terns to type I and II pyrethroids in two major arbovirus vectors Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus in
the Republic of the Congo, Central Africa. Infectious Diseases of Poverty 9: 1–10. https://doi.org/10.
1186/s40249-019-0617-6
PLOS ONE Insecticide resistance in Aedes albopictus
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572 June 18, 2020 13 / 14
45. Das M, Dutta P (2014) Status of insecticide resistance and detoxifying enzyme activity of Aedes albo-
pictus population in Sonitpur district of Assam, India. International Journal of Mosquito Research 1: 35–
41.
46. Marcombe S, Farajollahi A, Healy SP, Clark GG, Fonseca DM (2014) Insecticide resistance status of
United States populations of Aedes albopictus and mechanisms involved. PloS one 9: e101992.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0101992 PMID: 25013910
47. Chuaycharoensuk T, Juntarajumnong W, Boonyuan W, Bangs MJ, Akratanakul P, et al. (2011) Fre-
quency of pyrethroid resistance in Aedes aegypti and Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae) in Thailand.
J Vector Ecol 36: 204–212. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1948-7134.2011.00158.x PMID: 21635659
48. Gao J-P, Chen H-M, Shi H, Peng H, Ma Y-J (2018) Correlation between adult pyrethroid resistance and
knockdown resistance (kdr) mutations in Aedes albopictus (Diptera: Culicidae) field populations in
China. Infectious diseases of poverty 7: 86. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-018-0471-y PMID:
30176907
49. Su X, Guo Y, Deng J, Xu J, Zhou G, et al. (2019) Fast emerging insecticide resistance in Aedes albopic-
tus in Guangzhou, China: Alarm to the dengue epidemic. PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases 13:
e0007665. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007665 PMID: 31525199
50. Li Y, Xu J, Zhong D, Zhang H, Yang W, et al. (2018) Evidence for multiple-insecticide resistance in
urban Aedes albopictus populations in southern China. Parasites & vectors 11: 4.
51. Jirakanjanakit N, Rongnoparut P, Saengtharatip S, Chareonviriyaphap T, Duchon S, et al. (2007) Insec-
ticide susceptible/resistance status in Aedes (Stegomyia) aegypti and Aedes (Stegomyia) albopictus
(Diptera: Culicidae) in Thailand during 2003–2005. J Econ Entomol 100: 545–550. https://doi.org/10.
1603/0022-0493(2007)100[545:irsias]2.0.co;2 PMID: 17461081
52. Macoris M, Andrighella M, Wanderley D, Ribolla P. (2014) Impact of insecticide resistance on the field
control of Aedes aegypti in the state of Sao Paulo Rev Soc Bras Med Trop: 573–578.
53. Auteri M, La Russa F, Blanda V, Torina A (2018) Insecticide Resistance Associated with kdr Mutations
in Aedes albopictus: An Update on Worldwide Evidences. Biomed Res Int 2018: 3098575. https://doi.
org/10.1155/2018/3098575 PMID: 30175124
54. Kasai S, Caputo B, Tsunoda T, Cuong TC, Maekawa Y, et al. (2019) First detection of a Vssc allele
V1016G conferring a high level of insecticide resistance in Aedes albopictus collected from Europe
(Italy) and Asia (Vietnam), 2016: a new emerging threat to controlling arboviral diseases. Eurosurveil-
lance 24.
PLOS ONE Insecticide resistance in Aedes albopictus
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0234572 June 18, 2020 14 / 14
